DOCUMENT BESUME 



ED 035 064 



EA 002 575 



AUTHOR 

'T'lTLF 

INSTITUTION 



SPONS AGENCY 
PUB DATE 
NOTE 



Strevell, Wallace H. ; Tweedy, William H. 

Forms for Interpretation of Standardized Test Data 
Gulf School Research Development Association, 
Houston, Tex. 

Sear s-Roebuck Foundation, Skokie, 111. 



68 

28p. 



EDPS PRICE 
DESCRIPTORS 



EDRS Price MF-S0.25 HC-$1.50 

Achievement Tests, *Data Analysis, Data Sheets, 
♦Records (Forms) , *Standardiz ed Tests, ^Student 
Records, *Test Interpretation, Visualization, Visual 
Measures 



ABSTRACT 



This document is a collection of 12 forms that have 



been designed to aid school personnel in the processing of 
standardized achievement tests. The forms adapt to any typical 
achievement test whether the scale is a classroom or a large school 
organization. These forms are essentially a visual aid to 
interpretation. For the pupil there are two forms titled Class Report 
and Percentiles and Individual Progress Profile. Three forms directed 
to the teacher are titled: Distribution by Grade, Sex, and Subtest; 
Correlation of Achievement and Ability; and Response Analysis. For 
the administrator there are five forms titled Descriptive Statistics, 
Comparative Grade Equivalents, Profile of Percentiles, Class 
Comparisons by Standard Score, and Class Group Progress Annually. For 
the school board there are two forms titled Standard Score ‘Profile by 
Grade Levels and Subtest Analysis by Percentiles. (LN) 
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FOREWORD 



The StucAy Coiranisslon on Interpretation of Standardized Tests is 
planning various approaches to the task of interpreting test data. 

This report is in response to tht frequent request for a versatile 
set of forms that school personnel could use for meaningful process- 
ing of standardized achievement tests. 

In designing the forms, complete flexibility has been the foremost 
consideration. The forms will adapt to any typical achievement test. 
They apply to a single classroom or a large school organization. They 
can be modified to show either sub-t jst scores or total test scores. 



It is assumed that the classroom teachers and supervisory personnel 
making the test analysis are fairly well informed concerning measure- 
ment techniques. Much of the information may be processed by a scoring 
machine or the test publisher. The computation terms such as average, 
percentile, standard deviation, standard score, etc., are explained 
in any introductory textbook. The forms essentially are a visual aid 
to interpretation. 

The purpose of interpretation is important, and therefore the 
forms are presented in this order: 

For the Pupil 



Form 1. Class Report and Percentiles 
Form 2. Individual Progress Profile 

For the Teacher 

Form 3. Distribution by Grade, Sex, and Subtest 
Form 4. Correlation of Achievement and Ability 
Form 5. Response Analysis 

For the Administrator 

Form 6. Descriptive Statistics 

Form 7 . Comparative Grade Equivalents 

Form 8. Profile of Percentiles 

Form 9. Class Comparisons by Standard Score 

Form 10. Class Group Progress Annually 

For the School Board 



Form 11. Standard Score Profile by Grade Levels 
Form 12. Sub- test Analysis by Percentiles 



Following each form an example is given showing one of the ways 
that the form can be used. These forms may be purchased in desired 
quantities from the GUSREDA Office. 
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Wallace H. Strevell 
Executive Secretary 
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